The purpose of this paper is to raise a question on building a just society through the interdisciplinary analysis of A. Schopenhauer and J. Habermas's systems. The article offers historical and philosophical analysis of the concept of ' justice'. In order to understand the connection between these two systems (Schopenhauer's and Habermas's) and modern issues of building a just society, it is touched upon the institutional theory and the status of justice within this theory, thereby showing how difficult the understanding of justice can be for both kinds of interdisciplinary knowledge -philosophy and economy -if initial synthesis is not taken into account..
of XX century, this problem acquired special urgency because the development of the capitalist society had faced unmanageable obstacles in social and economic aspects. So it is impossible to solve these problems without turning to the issue of building a just society.
It is worth mentioning that by the notion of 'just society' we understand a certain institution in which each member is endowed with equal rights and bears moral and legal responsibility for himself and other people. In addition, we believe that the phenomenon of justice has ethical and moral grounds. In other words, it depends on the system of moral norms which are followed by the subject.
Link between Schopenhauer's principle 'neminem laede' and Habermas's Theory of Communicative Action
It was unacceptable for Schopenhauer's philosophy to search for the source of society existence in happiness or pleasure. On the contrary, a key aspect of his ethics is an assertion that "all the world is full of suffering" (Schopenhauer, 2004, 458) . For this reason, Schopenhauer considers happiness and pleasure as negative states because they are aimed at the abolition of suffering. From this point of view, suffering is positive as it helps us recognize pleasure (Schopenhauer, 2004, 451) . Thus, Schopenhauer declares the principle of legal justice a sufficient category which underpins the principle of compassion in the 'neminem laede' form ('do harm to no one'):
Since the demand for justice is purely negative, its fulfilment can be forced because the rule "neminem laede" can be followed by all together. A forcing institution is represented by a state whose sole aim is to protect individuals both from one another and from external enemies (Schopenhauer, 1900, 242) .
It is worth mentioning that Schopenhauer regards law as only a part of morality; therefore, morality takes precedence over the law (Schopenhauer, 1900, 243 (Habermas, 1999, 75) . Hence, the basic hypothesis of discourse ethics is "the application of the correctly understood universal basic principles" (Habermas, 1999, 75) . The possibility to Philosophical discourse on justice does not reach the institutional dimension which has been a basis for public discourse on law from the very beginning. If the law is not considered as a system which is based on empirical actions, philosophical concepts remain empty (Habermas, 1998, 90) . (Habermas, 1999, 50, 51 to the form of moral argumentation (Habermas, 1998, 196) .
However, in our opinion, discourse ethics loses its significance in pursuit of rationality. show that classical economics works smoothly without these costs. It is worth mentioning that such situation is impossible in the modern world; the costs for the search for information about suppliers, customers, and distribution markets will always exist. Coase in his turn understood it perfectly well. His hypothesis only highlighted the impossibility of considering modern market society without examining its transactions. We will not go into the purely economic aspects of this theory, we will emphasize only the moments significant for our analysis. Coase was one of the economists who analyzed the relationship between economics and law:
It is necessary to know whether the damaging business is liable or not for damage caused since without the establishment of this initial delimitation of rights there can be no market transactions to transfer and recombine them.
But the ultimate result (which maximises the value of production) is independent of the legal position if the pricing system is assumed to work without cost (Coase, 1960, 99 ).
We believe that in an ideal situation when there are no costs, the absence of law may provoke a situation when economic agents would act according to the most efficient way of solving economic problems, for instance, by immoral means, if we take into account the argumentation of Schopenhauer (Schopenhauer, 1900, 235) about the first selfish 'spring' inside a human.
In this case there are not any signed contracts because some agents will not be completely 
